appreciated, it will not be requisite for us to devote any lengthened space to its consideration, and we shall content ourselves with noticing some of the principal differences between it and its predecessor. The present edition of the 1 Translation of the Pharmacopoeia' was entrusted, on account of the lamented death of Mr. Phillips, which took place last May, soon after the appearance of the new ' London Pharmacopoeia,' to Mr. Den ham Smith, a former pupil of the author's, who thus speaks of himself in the preface : "For the grateful task of editing this, the author's last work, I possessed both the requisite leisure and a long-standing acquaintance with his scientific views and methods of investigation; and most amply shall I be rewarded should I be deemed to have discharged this duty without detracting from the well-established reputation of the work."
A portion of the volume, it appears, was in the press at the time of the author's death, and for its completion the editor was supplied with copious manuscripts and explanatory notes by his widow.
Although a few foot-notes have been introduced by the editor, chiefly on points which he has himself investigated, yet throughout the work, in the remarks which are appended to the various preparations, no distinction has been made between Mr. Phillips's labours and his own; and we are therefore led to infer that the substance of these has been chiefly derived from the former source. The size of the book has been increased by 175 pages; this increase being due chiefly to the moje full description of the chemical composition of the various substances of the Materia Medica; but partly, however, to the retention of many of the old processes of the 1 Pharmacopoeia' of 183G. In the former edition, although the chemistry of many drugs was given, yet, on some points, the information was very meagre, and on others altogether wanting. This defect has been completely remedied in the present edition. As an example we will turn to Enema Tabaci. states that, by evaporating the tincture, and also by determining the amount of solid matter left undissolved, he found the preparation to contain one grain of opium in nineteen minims; and this quantity, therefore, is given as the dose equivalent to a grain of opium. But this mode of calculation is obviously fallacious, as the portion of the drug dissolved is much more active than that left behind by the menstruum."
The only difficulty that appeared to us to attend the estimation of the strength of the tincture, lay in the somewhat uncertain state of our knowledge of the activity of the dregs; especially as we found it remarked by some writers that morphia had been obtained from the residuum, the quantity, however, not being given. This difficulty, however, has been recently quite removed, as will appear from a paper by Dr. Garrod contained in the December number of the 'Pharmaceutical Journal,' which was read and discussed at the November meeting of the Pharmaceutical Society. Dr In conclusion, to return to the work before us, Ave may say with confidence, that we consider the new edition of Phillips's Pharmacopoeia very carefully executed, and equal in all respects to the former. Its additional size is perhaps scarcely equalled by the increase of practical information on the different pharmacopoeia preparations; but the sudden and lamented death of the author will readily account for this circumstance. We have little doubt but that the work will maintain the well-earned reputation of former editions, and will be considered, as hitherto, the almost indispensable companion of those engaged in the practice of pharmacy and the study of materia medica.
